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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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Art Unit: 3637 

DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1. 17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
October 30, 2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 11, 14, 17, 19 & 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hansson [U.S. Patent 5,568,362] in view of Bullivant [U.S. 
Patent 5,765,698]. Hansson (figures 1-5) teaches of a wall mount cabinet (shown in 
fig. 1 , but viewed as if the cabinet was inverted so as to accommodate wires coming in 
from the top of the cabinet as opposed to the bottom of the cabinet) comprising: a rear 
section (13) having a top side (at 22), a bottom side (opposite of 22) and a first side 
(hinged side) between the top side and the bottom side, the rear section including a 
cutout (viewed as the cutout along 22) extending from the first side along a portion of 
the top side, wherein the cutout is adapted to receive a plurality of cables (18) (fig. 2 
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for example); and a front section (10) hingedly connected to the rear section at a pivot 
point adjacent the cutout, the front section having means (23) secured thereon, 
wherein the means is adapted to enclose the plurality of cables, wherein the cutout 
and the means allow the plurality of cables to rotate about the pivot point when the 
front section of the cabinet is moved from a closed position to an open position. 
Hansson teaches applicant's inventive claimed cabinet structure substantially as 
disclosed above, but does not show the "means" as being a D-ring. Bullivant (figures 
1-11) is cited as an evidence reference to show that it was known in the art to utilize a 
D-ring (116) on a hinged structure for the purpose of securely retaining wires/ cables 
while the structure is pivoted. Accordingly, the position is taken that it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify / substitute the means of Hansson for a D-ring as taught by Bullivant 
because this arrangement would provide Hansson with a simple yet efficient way of 
maintaining control over a bundle of wires as the front section is pivoted between 
latched and unlatched positions while preventing entanglement of the cables 
[Bullivant - col. 4]. As to claim 4, the cabinet further comprises a front door (12a) 
hingedly connected to the front, section, wherein the front door includes a transparent 
window (fig. 1). As to claim 7, the front section includes a patch panel (30) secured to 
a rail (23) mounted therein so far as broadly recited. As to claim 9, the front section 
includes active equipment (17, 19) secured to a rail (23) mounted therein so far as 
broadly recited. As to claims 11, 14, 17, 19&23, the particulars recited in these 
claims have been addressed in the body of the above rejection. 

4. Claims 2 & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hansson in view of Bullivant, and further in view of Ehrenfels [U.S. Patent 5,239, 129]. 
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The modified prior art teach applicant's inventive claimed cabinet as disclosed above, 
but the prior art does not show a transition duct positioned adjacent the cutout. 
Ehrenfels (figures 1-12) is cited as an evidence reference to show that it was known in 
the electrical cabinet art to utilize a transition duct (65) positioned adjacent to a 
cutout (39) for the purpose of concealing and protecting the wires / cables located 
within. Accordingly, the position is taken that it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a 
transition duct into the cabinet assembly of the modified prior art as taught by 
Ehrenfels because this arrangement would provide the modified cabinet with a means 
to conceal the bundle of wires leading into the cabinet [aesthetically pleasing] while 
protecting the wires from accidental damage since they are secured within a rigid 
chase. 

5. Claims 3 8& 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hansson in view of Bullivant, and further in view of Neufeld [U.S. Patent 3,623,784]. 
The modified prior art teach applicant's inventive claimed cabinet as disclosed above, 
but the prior art does not show two side access panels hinged to the front section. 
Neufeld (figures 1 -4) is cited as an evidence reference to show that it was known in the 
cabinet art to utilize a pair of access panels (20) as opposed to a single panel. 
Accordingly, the position is taken that it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a pair of 
access panels hingedly connected to the front section as opposed to one access panel 
because this arrangement would allow selective access to the interior of the cabinet 
thereby a portion of the cabinet is gained without having to expose the entire cabinet's 
interior. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to incorporate an additional panel since it has 
been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only 
routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8.; consequently, 
the courts have held that mere duplication of parts has no patentable significance 
unless a new and unexpected result is produced. In re Harza, 274 F.2d 669, 124 
USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). 

6. Claims 5 & 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hansson in view of Bullivant, and further in view of Nelson et al., [U.S. Patent 
6,061,966]. The modified prior art teach applicant's inventive claimed cabinet as 
disclosed above, but the prior art does not show a rod that maintains the front section 
open with respect to the rear section at about 90 degrees. Nelson (figure 17) is cited 
as an evidence reference to show that it was known in the electrical cabinet art to 
utilize a rod (302) to maintain a front section (200) open with respect to a rear section 
(308) at about 90 degrees for the purpose of keeping the front section in a fixed 
position relative to the rear section. Accordingly, the position is taken that it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate a rod into the cabinet assembly of the modified prior art as taught 
by Nelson because this arrangement would provide the modified cabinet with a means 
to maintain the front section in a fixed 90 degree position relative to the rear section in 
order to allow an operator to gain unobstructed / unhindered access within the 
cabinet. 

7. Claims 6, 8, 10, 16, 18 & 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hansson in view of Bullivant, and further in view of Lawrence et al., 
[U.S. Patent 6,504,100]. The modified prior art teach applicant's inventive claimed 



Art Unit: 3637 

cabinet as disclosed above, but the prior art does not show the front section as having 
a slack cable manager secured to a rail, with the rail being adjustably mounted within 
the front section. Lawrence (figures 1-9) is cited as an evidence reference to show that 
it was known in the wire management art to employ a slack cable manager (40) 
secured to a rail (20). Accordingly, the position is taken that it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the manager and rail assembly of Lawrence into the cabinet assembly of 
the modified prior art because this arrangement would provide the modified cabinet 
with an additional means to securely retain bundles of wires / cables housed within 
the cabinet while selectively mounting the rail within the front section affords 
unlimited mounting configurations due to the simplistic structure of the rail {note col. 
6 of Lawrence in reference to fig. 8}. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lee et al., describes a cable management structure utilizing 
rings to secure cables onto a pivoting body. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James O. Hansen whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6866. The examiner can be reached on Monday- Friday between 8-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on 571-272-6867. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/James O. Hansen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3637 
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